CWU Faculty Senate Minutes - 04/04/1990 by Tirotta, Sue
Central Washington University
ScholarWorks@CWU
Faculty Senate Minutes CWU Faculty Senate Archive
4-4-1990
CWU Faculty Senate Minutes - 04/04/1990
Sue Tirotta
Follow this and additional works at: http://digitalcommons.cwu.edu/fsminutes
This Meeting Minutes is brought to you for free and open access by the CWU Faculty Senate Archive at ScholarWorks@CWU. It has been accepted for
inclusion in Faculty Senate Minutes by an authorized administrator of ScholarWorks@CWU. For more information, please contact pingfu@cwu.edu.
Recommended Citation
Tirotta, Sue, "CWU Faculty Senate Minutes - 04/04/1990" (1990). Faculty Senate Minutes. 675.
http://digitalcommons.cwu.edu/fsminutes/675
REGULAR FACULTY SENATE MEETING 
Central Washington University 
April 4, 1990 
Presiding Officer: Beverly Heckart 
Sue Tirotta Recording Secretary: 
Meeting was called to order at 3:10p.m. 
ROLL CALL 
Senators: All Senators or their Alternates were present except Caples, Cioffi, 
Duncan, Evans, Farkas, Mcinelly, Norem, Smith, Wolford and Youngblood. 
Phil Backlund, Roger Garrett, Corwin King, Carolyn Wells, Robin MacAlpine, 
Rosie Zwanziger, John Vifian, Daniel Ramsdell, Bob Carbaugh, Rob Lapen, 
Don Cummings, Peggy Cooke, David Anderson, Don Schliesman, Earl Martin and 
Jean Putnam. 
Visitors: 
CHANGES TO AGENDA 
None 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
The Faculty Senate minutes of March 7, 1990 were accepted as distributed. 
COMMUNICATIONS 
Patr1ck McLaughlin reported the following correspondence: 
-3/26/90 letter from Rogert Garrett, Communication, regarding 
Communication requirement from the General Eduation program. 
Executive Committee. 
proposed deletion of the 
Referred to Senate 
REPORTS 
1. CHAIR 
-Chair Heckart reported the State Legislature's approval of a supplementary 
budget. Included in the c.w.u. budget will be 1) a 6/4% faculty pay increase 
effective June 1, 1991; 2) a 6% administrative exempt personnel pay increase; 3) 
$560,000 for a Flight Simulator; 4) $600,000 for the Primate Habitat (Psychology 
Department); 5) $250,000 for endowed distinguished professorships and 6) $25,000 
for 4 to 5 endowed graduate fellowships. 
-Don Schliesman (Dean of Undergraduate Studies), chair of the Search Committee for 
the Dean of Graduate Studies/Research and Associate Provost for Faculty 
Professional Development has announced that the committee has completed screening 
candidates. Four candidates' names were submitted to the provost, and two will 
be on campus April 23 and April 27 for interviews. Chair Heckart noted that, 
since this position now includes responsibility for faculty development, 
Central's faculty should be included in the final decision-making process. 
-An ad hoc committee has been formed by the Retirement and Insurance Committee to 
consider new CREF options as presented in the March issue of The Participant 
(mailed to all TIAA/CREF participants). Faculty are encouragea-to read the 
information and contact the following ad hoc committee members with their 
suggestions: Bill Allison, Jim Brooks, Wolfgang Franz, Eldon Jacobsen, Jerry 
Jones, Martin Kaatz, Bernard Martin and Charles Vlcek. 
*MOTION NO. 2748 Owen Pratz moved and Ken Gamon seconded a motion to elect by 
acclamation the following faculty members to the 1990-91 Faculty Senate Executive 
Committee: 
Charles McGehee 
Patrick McLaughlin 
Connie Roberts 
Ken Gamon 
Jay Bachrach 
Motion passed. 
2. PRESIDENT 
Sociology 
Library 
BEAM 
Math 
Philosophy 
CHAIR 
VICE CHAIR 
SECRETARY 
AT-LARGE MEMBER 
AT-LARGE MEMBER 
Pres1dent Donald Garrity reported that all budget items approved by the 
legislature for C.W.U. require Central to raise matching funds (estimated at 
$675,000 to $700,000) within a finite period of time in order to claim the money. 
He noted that Dick Thompson, Director of Governmental and Corporate Relations, 
will soon be issuing a complete statement concerning legislative matters. 
(CONTINUED) 
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In response to a question from a faculty member concerning the academic area 
in which professors might be endowed, the President replied that those 
departments which are successful in raising matching funds will receive the 
benefits of the endowments. 
Phil Racklund, Faculty Legislative Representative, added that, although the 
supplemental budget items are somewhat limited in scope, they reflect Central's 
improved image in Olympia and provide a positive impetus for the next legislative 
session. 
President Garrity reminded the Senate of the University Forum scheduled for 
3:00-5:00 p.m., April 5, in Grupe Conference Center, and he encouraged all 
faculty to attend. The topic will be "The University's Resource Picture: Needs, 
Appropriations, Gifts and Process." 
3, ACADEMIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE 
Ken Hammond reported that the Camp Field Group met on March 15 to further 
discuss the proposed five-year goals for the Academic Plan. The Group generally 
approved the format changes suggested by the Academic Affairs Committee, with the 
exception of the section on "Student Recruitment and Retention," which was 
modified by Jim Pappas, Dean of Admissions and Records. The Camp Field Group 
requested that all references to the Faculty Senate be removed from the proposal. 
At the meeting Robert Edington, Provost and Vice President for Academic Affairs, 
stated his opposition to removal of rank-related salary ceilings; supported full 
funding for professional leaves to replace the current partial funding; and 
explained that he did not forward the Senate's suggestions on graduate studies 
and recruitment and retention of administrators to the Camp Field Group because 
they did not originate with that body. 
Dr. Hammond pointed out that the proposal still contains several deficiencies, 
including lack of definition of important terms. 
4. CODE COMMITTEE 
Nancy Lester announced that a Faculty Code Hearing will be held on April 18, 
1990 at 3:00 p.m. in SUB 204-205. Topics will be 1) streamlining the Code 
amendment process; 2) disallowance of merit award and promotion in the-same year; 
3) definition of salary inequity; 4) extension of duties for ad hoc committees 
for faculty holding dual assignment to include review of faculty who administrate 
academic centers or services; 5) granting of posthumous emeritus rank to faculty 
deceased during their term of service; 6) award of more equitable summer salaries 
for faculty teaching lab courses; 7) definition of a "Family Leave Policy;" 8) 
inclusion of the "Scholarly Misconduct Policy" approved by the President's 
Council in December 1989; and 9) revision of the salary policy (contingent on 
approval of a new salary policy by the Faculty Senate). 
Notices and text of the Code Hearing items have been distributed to all 
faculty and administrative exempt personnel. 
6. CURRICULUM COMMITTEE 
No report 
7. PERSONNP.L COMMITTEE 
Bll l Vance reported that the Personnel Committee has received 24 replies from 
the 27 merit questionnaires distributed to all department chairs. The Personnel 
Committee plans to meet on April 11 to discuss the survey results and formulate a 
recommendation concerning merit. 
OLD BUSINESS 
GP.NERAL EDUCATION PROGRAM 
Chair Heckart remlnded the Faculty Senate that further debate would be entertained 
on the proposed changes to the General Education Program, but no vote would be taken 
on the proposal until the April 25 Senate meeting. 
General Education Committee Chair Rob Lapen explained that the General Education 
Program presented below includes principally a change in the statement of philosophy 
and the elimination of the following requirements: 1) Communication 110 and 110.1; 
and 2) physical education activities requirements. It also combines the Special Rules 
into three rather than four rules. He added that, because the skills of written 
communication and critical thinking cannot be separated from subject content, the 
General Education Program is no longer divided into components described respectively 
as "basic" and "breadth." Instead, the General Education Committee has restructured 
the program into four categories of approximately equal weight. The Committee believes 
that the international component must be retained and strengthened, and an American 
ethnic minority component and a mathematics course requirement should be added when 
there is adequate faculty to staff them. 
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[ PROPOS ED GENERAL EDUCATION PHILOSOPHY STATEMENT FOR NEXT CATALOG]: 
I t i s e xpe c ted th a t student s e n tering Ce n tral Wa sh i ngto n Un i v e rsity have 
developed some proficiency in communication and critical thinking. The General 
Education Program provides opportunities to develop these skills by integrating them 
into the academic requirements of the University. 
A goal of the General Education Program is to help students acquire a liberal 
education through study in various disciplines in the Arts and Humanities, the Social 
and Behavioral Sciences, and the Natural Sciences and Mathematics. General Education 
courses in these areas stress, where applicable, the rati o nale for the discipline as 
well as its scope, history, philosophy and methodology. Courses include writing, 
speaking, and critical thinking where appropriate. Fundamental objectives are to 
promote awareness of the diversity, yet commonality, of li f e and respect for the 
balances in nature in the world of the twenty-first century. 
I. WRITTEN EXPRESSION AND CRITICAL THINKING .•. four courses (14 credits) 
Students should complete as many of these requirements as possible during the 
freshman year. All requirements, except ENG 301, should be completed before 
the end of the sophomore year. 
ENG 101, 102, 301 
PHIL 201 or MATH 130.1 
II. ARTS AND HUMANITIES 
Select a minimum of one course from "Literary Background" and a minimum of two 
courses from "Other Arts and Humanities," keeping in mind Special Rule No. 1 
below. English majors may take either ENG 105 or HUM 175; but, if ENG 105 is 
taken, it will be allowed only to meet the Literary Background Requirement. 
Therefore, three courses are required from subjects other than English. 
A. Literary Background ......••..•.... one course (5 credits)-(See spe c ial rule No. 3) 
ENG 105 or 
IIUM 175 
B. Other Arts and llumanities •.••••..• two c ourses (8-10 credits) 
ART 1 0 1, 2 3 5 * , 3 3 6 * , 3 3 7, 3 57* , 410 * , 4 56* 
CHIN 151, 152, 153, 251*, 252*, 253* (See special rule No. 2) 
DR 107, 363.1*, 363.3 
ENG 235, 240, 341*, 342*, 362 
FR 151, 152, 153, 251*, 252*, 253* (See special rule No. 2) 
GERM 151, 152, 153, 251*, 252*, 253* (See special rule No. 2) 
JAPN 151, 152, 153, 251*, 252*, 253* (See special rule No. 2) 
SPAN 151, 152, 153, 251*, 252*, 253* (See special rule No. 2) 
HUM 1 0 1 , 1 0 2 , 1 0 3 
MUS 101, 102, 144 
PIIIL 101, 115, 302, 352*, 353*, 354*, 355, 359, 487 
PE 161 
RELS 101*, 201*, 301*, 351*, 353* 
III. SOCIAL AND BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES 
Select a minimum of one course listed under the heading "Historical/Political 
Background" and a minimum of two courses in those under the heading "Other 
Social and Behavioral Sciences," keeping in mind Special Rule No . 2 below. 
A. Historical/Political Backgrounds • • •• • • one course (5 credits) 
Students majoring in History or Political Science are exempt from the 
Historical/Political Backgrounds Requirement; however, a minimum of three 
courses must be earned with no more than one course in each of three subjects 
other than the major. Courses must be selected from those headed "Other Social 
and Behavioral Sciences." (See special rule No. 4) 
HIST 102*, 103*, 144 
POSC 210 
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B. Other Social and Behavioral Sciences ..• two courses (8-10 credits) 
J\NTH 107*, 120, 130*, 180 
AST 102* 
COM l 0 1 , 2 0 7 , 2 5 3 , 2 8 0 , 4 3 0 
ECON 101, 201, 202, 356 
ENST 302, 303 
ETS 101, 121*, 171* 
GEOG 101*, 205, 308*, 355 
HIST 101 *, 143 
HOFS 235 (counts as a psychology course) 
POSC 101, 360*, 370* 
PSY 101, 205, 235, 300, 346 
(PSY/HOFS 235 may not be used if SOC 248 has been taken) 
soc 101, 107, 205, 248, 265 
(SOC 248 may not be used if PSY/HOFS 235 has been taken) 
ws 201 
IV. NATURAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS 
Students must take three courses in natural sciences and mathematics including one 
course in biological sciences and one course in physical sciences, keeping in mind 
special rule No. 2 below. At least one of these courses must have a laboratory. 
A. Biological Sciences •.•.•••.•••....•. one course (5 credits) 
Students majoring in Biology are exempt from the Biological Sciences 
requirement. Broad Area Science, Chemistry, Earth Science, Geology, Physics and 
Science-Math are exempt from the Physical Sciences requirement. However, a minimum 
of three courses must be earned in the Natural Sciences and Mathematics, with a 
maximum of one course in each of three subjects other than the major. 
ANTH 110, 101.1 w/1ab 
BISC 104 w/lab, 214 w/lab, 302, 304, 385 
BOT 211 w/lab (See special rule No. 2) 
ZOOL 270 (See special rule No. 2) 
gNST 301 
B. Physical Sciences .••••••.•...•..••.••• one course (4-5 credits) 
CHEM 101, 101.1 w/lab, 105 w/lab, 111, 111.1 w/lab, 181, 181.1 w/lab 
GEOG 107 
GEOL 145, 145.1 w/lab, 345 w/lab 
PHY 111 w/lab, 201 w/lab, 211 w/lab 
C. Mathematics 
MATH 101, 163.1, 163.2, 170, 250, 311 
TOTAL CREDITS: •••...•••••••...•••.......••........•.•.•.• , , , , . . 53-59 
SPECIAL RULES 
J. Cou r s es satisfying General Education requirements cannot be used to satisfy 
requirements in the major or minor unless the courses are specified in the major and 
are offered outside the major department. 
2. Even though a discipline is represented in more than one of the three broad areas, 
students can count only one course from any one discipline in Categories II, III, IV. 
For this requirement all foreign languages count as a single discipline and biological 
sciences, botany and zoology are a single discipline. 
3. Content/writing courses in the General Education program taken on a credit/no credit 
basis will not meet the content/writing requirement of the general education sequence. 
Students who take such courses as electives may use the credit/no credit option. 
English 101 is a pre- or co-requisite to the courses which meet the Literary Background 
requircmentR. 
*Students must take a minimum of one course in subjects that have an international 
emphasis. Courses listed in categories II and III which meet that requirement are 
identified with an asterisk. 
* * * * * * * * * * 
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The Chair distributed a fl yer crea ted by Je an Pu tn am, HPER, outlining existing 
statements related to General Education from the University Mission Statement 
(University Catalog 1989-91); the proposed goal statement of General Education 
(proposed Acorlemic Plan 1990); and the President's "Vision of CWU" (January 17, 
1990). Dr. Putnam opened the discussion by questioning the definition of a liberally 
educated graduate from Central. She divided the schools of thought regarding the 
purpose of the basic requirements into two approaches: 1) a specific view requiring 
refinement of skills and knowledges based on increasing students' ability to learn, 
think and communicate within the curriculum and identified as "skills for learning," 
and 2) a broad view requiring selected skills and knowledges based on exposure to 
values and personal awareness for learning to live more fully in the 21st century 
identified as "skills for living." She concluded that both concepts are valid and 
contribute to the development of a liberal education but expressed her personal 
preference for the broad view. 
Some Senators asked if the General Education could be totally dismantled and 
recreated under a new philosophy. Don Schliesman, Dean of Undergraduate Studies, 
explained that this would not be impossible, but although the current General 
Education Program is not perfect, the only practical way to improve it is 
incrementally and as an evolving and improving program. Rob Lapen added that the 
recent accreditation evaluation praised the current program, with their only major 
criticism being that a student can graduate from Central without fulfilling a math 
requirement. General Education Committee member John Vifian, English, noted that 1) 
the last philosophy paper on General Education was produced in 1978, 2) the catalog 
statement should not be construed as being a complete philosophy, 3) it could take 
several years to develop a replacement philosophy, and a program is needed in the 
interim, and 4) because there are as many philosophies of General Education as there 
are individuals, massive changes in the current structure would require equally large 
compromises before a new program could be approved. 
A Senator stated that the historical purpose of General Education is to provide a 
common basis of specific knowledge among students and criticized the requirements of 
the current program for being too diffuse. 
Others debated the addition of an international emphasis course requirement and 
questioned whether its purpose would be to foster "tolerance" or "respect" for other 
cultures. Robin MacAlpine, Minority Admissions, and Earl Martin, Minority Retention 
Proiect, strongly supported a cultural diversity requirement to promote understanding 
between those of different cultural backgrounds and noted that several other 
universities are making such courses a requirement. Some Senators added that it would 
be helpful in this area of study to strengthen the foreign language and geography 
requirements. Rob Lapen added that the proposed philosophy statement stresses the 
diversity, yet commonality, of all life, including species other than human. Senator 
John Clark questioned whether i~s possible, considering the rapid changes taking 
place in the world, to predict what type of "general education" will be required for 
life in the next century. 
A straw vote held by the chair indicated that a majority of Senators would approve 
the proposed changes to the General Education Program philosophy statement. John 
Vifian recommended that those voting against the proposed changes write to the General 
Education Program, c/o Rob Lapen/Biology, within the week to make their protests 
clear. 
Discussion proceeded to the proposed deletion of the physical education course 
requirement. Senator Stephen Jefferies, Director of Physical Education, pointed out 
that the "basic requirements" category under which the P.E. activities requirement was 
formerly listed is replaced by a "written expression and critical thinking" category 
in the proposed program. He stated his hope that the physical education requirement 
would be judged on its own merits and not because it no longer fit neatly into a 
category. General Education Committee member David Anderson stated that the 
recommendation to drop P.E. from the program was originally made by last year's 
General Education Committee and has been supported this year independent of the 
renaming of the category. Dr. Jefferies cited a decline in overall health in the 
general population and declared that, although a requirement of two activity classes 
may not be the best way to introduce fitness and wellness, those students who don't 
elect to take P.E. often are the ones who need the most help in that area. Senator 
Bill Vance, Leisure Services, conceded that a two credit P.E. requirement does not 
make a healthy person, but he added his observation that exposure to the P.E. complex 
and to healthful living and activity is vitally important. Other Senators asked 
whether or not the P.E. requirement is central or peripheral to the definition of a 
college graduate. Most agreed that physical education is desirable and important 
considering the mind/body continuum but questioned whether it is absolutely essential 
and whether such a small requirement actually influences life-long behavior patterns. 
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Discussion ended because the time for adjournment arrived and the Senate did not 
vote to extend the meeting. Chair Heckart told the Senate that members of the 
Communication and English departments are discussing cooperative options that would 
allow the continuation of a public speaking requirement. Interested Senators should 
contact Don Cummings, Dean of the College of Letters, Arts and Sciences: Corwin King, 
Chair of Communication: or John Vifian, Chair of English, as soon as possible to get 
more information or present their opinions regarding the matter. 
ADJOURNMENT 
Meeting was adjourned at 5:05 p.m. 
* • * * * NEXT REGULAR FACULTY SENATE MEETING: April 25, 1990 * * * " • 
FACULTY SENATE REGULAR MEETING 
3:10p.m., Wednesday, April 4, 1990 
SUB 204-205 
I. ROLL CALL 
II. CHANGES TO AGENDA 
III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES -March 7, 1990 
IV. COMMUNICATIONS 
-3/26/90 letter from Roger Garrett, Communication, re. 
proposed deletion of COM 110 from General Education 
Program. Referred to Senate Executive Committee. 
V. REPORTS 
1. Chair 
-Announcements 
~Election of 1990-91 Senate Executive Committee: 
Nominees: Charles McGehee, Chair; 
Patrick McLaughlin, Vice Chair; 
Connie Roberts, Secretary; 
Ken Gamon, At-Large; 
Jay Bachrach, At-Large 
NOTIFY THE SENATE OFFICE BY 4/4/90 IF YOU HAVE 
ADDITIONAL NOMINEES~ PLEASE SECURE THE AGREEMENT OF 
YOUR CANDIDATE TO BE NOMINATED 
2. President 
3. Academic Affairs Committee 
4. Budget Committee 
5. Code Committee 
~NOTICE: CODE HEARING 4/18/90, 3:00p.m., SUB 204-205 
6. Curriculum Committee 
7. Personnel Committee 
VI. · OLD BUSINESS 
-Resumption of the discussion of the General Education Program. 
We shall use this Senate meeting for a general debate on 
General Education: statement on General Education in the 
proposed Academic Plan: new catalog statement devised by the 
General Education Committee~ elimination of the Communication 
110 and physical activities requirements. 
* * * * * * NO VOTE WILL BE TAKEN UNTIL APRIL 25 * * * * * * 
VII. NEW BUSINESS 
Viii. ADJOURNMENT 
* * * NEXT REGULAR FACULTY SENATE MEETING: April 25, 1990 * * * 
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THIS STATEMENT HAS BEEN PROPOSED FOR INCLUSION IN THE ACADEMIC PLAN. 
IT IS ALMOST IDENTICAL TO THE ONE PASSED BY THE FACULTY SENATE 
11/29/89. ONLY STRATEGY "B" HAS BEEN ADDED. 
----------------------------------------------------------------GENERAL EDUCATION 
CONDITION 
Central has a good General Education Program which can become even 
better through greater concern for its staffing, adherence to its 
purposes, and continued review of its structure. The General 
Education Committee is responsible for making recommendat_ions 
concerning the details of the General Education Program. The 
University Goal pertaining to the program is a broad statement that 
remains the same while strategies of implementation may be changed in 
the light of new information or altered intentions. 
GOAL 
To provide a basic core of learning, thinking, and communication 
skills as well as an appreciation and understanding of selected 
content and methods in the-sciences, social sciences, arts and 
humanities. 
STRATEGIES 
A. Request the General Education Committee to review and suggest to 
the Faculty Senate any needed revision of the current statement of 
philosophy, goals and structure of the General Education Program. 
B. Distribute a document to all faculty members that describes the 
current program, its philosophy and its goals. 
C. Staff general education courses, insofar as possible, with skilled 
teachers who are full-time faculty members who understand and are 
committed to the objectives of the program. 
D. Maintain and enhance the opportunity for student understanding of 
cultural diversity. 
E. Develop courses or experiences that exemplify the interrelated 
nature of knowledge by addressing the broad interdisciplinary 
problems and opportunities of our world. 
F. ·General Education courses, in common with other offerings in the 
University, should foster the important skills of reading, oral and 
w~· Ltten communication, computation, critical/creative thinking and 
use of new technology such as computers. 
G. Integrate new techn~gy, when appropriate, into General Education 
courses and experiences. Increase student awareness of the 
multiple uses of technology (su9h as computers) in various 
disciplines and programs. 
GENERAL EDUCATION 
OUTCOMES 
A. Students will be f.amiliar with a basic core of information 
concerning the human condition through time and space. 
B. Students will become proficient in a basic set of techniques for 
learning and communicating. 
c. Students will gain insight into the utility of subject matter in 
the full range of the liberal arts and sciences. 
D. Students will be better prepared to enter the more specialized 
study usually encompassed by a major. 
Facu~ty Senate Regular Meeting 
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GENERAL EDUCATION PROGRAM 
The General Education Program presented below includes principally a change in 
the statement of philosophy and the elimination of the following requirements: 11 
Communication 110 and 110.11 and 21 physical education activities requirements. 
Because the skills of written communication and critical thinking cannot be 
separated fro~ subject content, the General Education Program is no longer divided 
into components described respectively as •basic• and •breadth.• Instead, we have 
restructured the program into four categories of approximately equal weight. 
The international component must be retained and strengthened. An American 
ethnic minority component and a mathematics course requirement should be added when 
there is adequate faculty to ataff them. 
(PROPOSED GENERAL EDUCATION PHILOSOPHY STATEMENT FOR NEXT CATALOG)1 
It is expected that students entering Central Washington University have 
developed se-e proficiency in communication and critical thinking. The General 
Education Program provides opportunities to develop these skilla by integrating them 
into the academic requirements of the University. 
A goal of the General Education Program is to help students acquire a liberal 
education through study in various disciplines in the Arts and Humanities, the Social 
and Behavioral Scie~ces, and the Natural Sciences and Mathematics. General Education 
courses in these areas stress, where applicable, the rationale for the discipline as 
well as its scope, history, philosophy and methodology. Courses include writing, 
speaking, and critical thinking where appropriate. Fundamental objectives are to 
promote awareness of the diversity, yet commonality, of life and respect for the 
balances in nature in the world of the twenty-first century. 
I. WRITTEN EXPRESSION AND CRITICAL THIN~ING ••• four courses (14 credits) 
Students should complete as •any of these requirements as possible during the 
freshffian year. All requirements, except ENG 301, should be completed befor~ 
the end of the sophomore year. 
ENG 101, 102, 301 
PHIL 201 or MATH 130.1 
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GENERAL EDUCATION 
PROGRAl\1 
The General Education Propam COnal Ill of two puta: Beale 
Requirements and Breadth Requirements. 
The Baste Requirements uc Intended to help 11udent.a better 
UliC the English language to formulate and communJcate ldeu. 
and W m.ake thtm more aware of' and 1ktllfuJ with lotiC and 
mathematics 
The Breadth Rc.qulrcmenu arc lntcadcil to acquaint 1tudents 
with the llbcr.J arts and aclenccs and to fUAralllcc aomc 
fil.mlliarlty with nun-Enaltab apuilJna cultures. Breadth 
CUUrlji!S allow atudc:nts to atud)' the hl&t.or)', phlloeophJ., and 
theory of various dtsclpllnea and to uae the di8Cipllnc'• modes 
of Inquiry and tcchnlquca for formulauna and communiCIIUD8 
ldiu. Breadth courscallao require students to uae and devdop 
their baste academic aktl11. 
Credit• 
I. BASIC HEQUIREI\tENTS ............ : .... ...... ..................... 19 
A. Wrttlns ............. ..... .................... ....................... : •.. 9 
ENG 101, 102. 301 
B. ~::il~~f oii·m-ru·l:;o:i···· ............................... 5 :·· · 
C. Speaklng, ...... ............... ..... .... .. ........ ........... . .. ...... . .. 3 
COM 110 (1 credit). COM 110.1 (8 credits) (concur· 
rent enrollment required) 
D. Phyalcal Education Acttvii.Jea ..... ........ ...... .... ....... .. 8 
PEF 110, Ill, 1 U!, 113, 114, 115. 116, 121, 188 
PETS 110, 113, 114. US. 116, 117 
PER 110. 112, 113, Jl4, 115, 116. 117. 118, 119 
PEAQ 110. 111, lUt, 113, 116, 116, 118 
PEID I 10. Ill. 118, liS, 114, 115, 116, 118, 
123. 124, 125, 126. 128, 129. 130. 133~ 133. 134, 
136, 137, 138 
PEGT 110, 112, 1J3 
~ 
.. 
:.· • 
Faculty Senate Regular Meeting 
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II. ARTS AND HUMANITIES 
Select a minimum of one course f~om •Literary Background• and a minimum of two 
courses from •other Arts and Humanities,• keeping in mind Special Rule No. 1 
•below. English majors may take either ENG lOS or HUM 17Sr but, if ENG lOS is 
taken, it will be allowed only to meet the Literary Background Requirement. 
Therefore, three courses are required from subjects other than English. 
A. Literary Background ••••••••••••••• one course (S credits)-(See special rule No. ll 
ENG lOS or 
HUM 17S 
8. Other Arts and Humanities ••••••••• two courses (8-10 credits) 
ART 101, 2lS6 , 3366 , 337, 3S76 , 4106 , 4566 
CHIN 151, 152, 153, 251 6 , 252 6 , 2516 (See special rule No. 21 
DR 107, 161.1*, 361.3 
ENG 23S, 240, 1416 , 3426 , 362 
FR 151, 1S2, 151, 251 6 , 2526 , 2536 (See special rule No. 2) 
GERM lSI, 152, 151, 251 6 , 2S26 , 2S3 6 (See special rule No. 21 
JAPN 151, 1S2, 1S3, 251 6 , 252 6 , 253• (See special rule No. 2) 
SPAN lSl, 152, lSl, 251•, 252•, 2Sl* (See special rule No. 2) 
RUM 101, 102, 103 
MUS 101, 102, 144 
PHIL 101, 115, 302, 352•, 353•, 354•, 3S5, 359, 487 
PE 161 
RELS 101• , 201•, 101•, lSI•, 353• 
III. SOCIAL AND BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES 
Select a minimum of one course l i sted under the heading "Historical/Political 
Background• and a minimum of two courses in those under the heading •other 
SOcial and Behavioral Sciences,• keeping in mind Special Rule No. 2 below. 
A. Historical/Political Backgrounds •••••• one course (5 credits) 
Students majoring in History or Political Science are exe•pt fro. the 
Historical/Political Backgrounds Requirementr however, a minimum of three 
courses must be earned with no more than one cour se in each of three subjects 
other than the major. Courses must be selected !rom those headed •other Social 
and Behavioral Sciences.• CSee special rule No. 4) 
HIST 102•, 103*, 144 
POSC 210 
•students must take a miniau. of one course in subjects that have an international 
e•phasis. Courses listed in categories II, III and IV which meet that requirement are 
identified with an asterisk. 
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II. BREADTH KEQUIREMENTS ..................................... .U 
Courses with an uterfak will l!llltfaf'y the requirement oC at 
least five credits In counes dea.llna prtmartly with non· 
En&llsb spcaklnll cultures. 
A. Ans and Humanltln ........................................... 15 
Select a minimum ol five credits In counea I!Rcd 
under tbe badlnl "LiteiVJ 8ack1ruund" and a 
minimum ol ten credits In ~ under the bCIIdlnl 
"Other Arts and flumanltles," keeplq In mind 
Special Rule No. I below. 
1. LltcrUJ O.Ck1ruunds (cuntent/wrfUnl) ........•...•.. 5 
(see special rule No. 4.) 
ENG 105 
JIUM 175 
2 . Other Ana and llumanltles ... . .. .. . . . . ... . . ... 10 
AMT 101, 835•, 3:.MJ•, 337, 357•, 410•, 456• 
Clll!l; 151, 152, 153. 251•, 252•, 253• 
(Sec !lpeclal rule No. 2) 
DR 107. 363.1•, 363.3 
E:'I:G 235, 240, 3U •, 342•, 362 
FJ< 151, 152, 153, 251•, 252•, 253• 
(see special rule No. 2) 
GERI\.1 151, 152, 163, 251 • , 252•, 253• 
(sec special rule No. 2) 
JAP:O.: 151,152.153.25t•.as2•,2sa• 
(see special rule ~u. 2) 
SJ'A!I; 151. 15~. 153, 251•, 252•, 253• 
(see special rule No. 2) 
IIUJI.I 101, 102, 103 
.MUS 101, 102. 144 
PIIIL 101, 115, 302, 305, 352•, 353•, 354•. 
355, 359,487 
PE 161 
MELS 101•, 201•, 301•. 351•, 353• 
B. Sudulund Bchavktnal Sciences ........ ; .. .. ...... 15 
Select a minimum or five crcdhs In CtiUI"!IeS listed 
under the heading •JIIsturlcai/Polltlcal Backarnund• 
llnd a minimum of ten credits In those under the 
bc.dlnR "Other Socllll and Bchllvktral Sciences," 
kecpln(( In mind Special Rule No. 2 below. 
1. lllstorlcai/Pollll'-"81 Dllckgmunds 
(contenl/wrltlng) (Sec special rule No. 4) . . ... .. .... 5 
IIIST 102•. 103•, 144 
Pose aw 
,. 
<· 
.' 
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B. Other Social and Behavioral Sciences ••• two courses (8-10 credits) 
ANTH 107*, 120, 130*, 180 
AST 102* 
COM 101, 207, 253, 280, 430 
ECON 101, 201, 202, 356 
ENST 302, 303 
ETS 101, 121*, 171* 
GEOG 101*, 205, 301*, 355 
HIST 101*, 143 
HOFS 235 (counts as a psychology course) 
POSC 101, 360*, 370* 
PSY 101, 205, 215, 300, 346 
(PSY/HOFS 235 aay not be used if SOC 248 has been taken) 
soc 101, 107, 205, 248, 265 
(SOC 248 aay n~t be used if PSY/HOFS 235 has been taken) 
NS 201 
IV. NATURAL SCIENCES AND MATHEMATICS 
Students must take three courses in natural sciences and mathematics including one 
course in biological sciences and one course in physical sciences, keeping in mind 
special rule No. 2 below. At least one of these courses must have a laboratory. 
A. Biological Sciences ••••••••••••••••• one course (5 credits) 
Students majoring in Biology are exempt from the Biological Sciences 
requirement. Broad Area Science, Chemistry, Earth Science, Geology, Physics and 
Science-Math are exempt from the Physical Sciences requirement. However, a minimum 
of three courses •ust be earned in the Natural Sciences and Mathematics, with a 
maximum of one course in each of three subjects other than the major. 
ANTH 110 w/lab 
BISC 104 w/lab, 214 w/lab, 302, 304, 385 
BOT 211 w/lab !See special rule No. 21 
ZOOL 270 (See special rule No. 21 
ENST 301 
B. Physical Sciences ••••••••••••••••••••• one course (4-5 credits) 
CHEM 101, 101.1 v/1ab, 105 v/lab, 111, 111.1 v/lab, 111, 111.1 v/1ab 
GEOG 107 
GEOL 145, 145.1 v/lab, 345 v/lab 
PHY 111 v/lab, 201 v/lab, 211 w/lab 
c. Mathematics 
MATH 101, 163.1, 163.2, 170, 250, 311 
TOTAL CREDITSt •••••• a•••••••o•••••~•••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 53-59 
•students must take a minimum of one course in subjects that have an international 
emphasis. Courses listed in categories II, III and IV which meet that requirement are identified with an asterisk. 
? 
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2. Other Social and Behavioral Sciences .......... 10 
A:'I:TII 101•, 120, 130•, 180 
AST 102• 
COM 101,207,253, 280,430 
ECO~ 101, 201. 202,356 
E~ST 302, 303 
ETS 101, 121•. 111• 
GEOG JOt•. 205, lOS•, 355 
IIIST 101•, 143 
IIOFS 235 (counts a.o1 a psychulcJIY courRe) 
POSC 101, 36()•. 370• 
PSY 101, 205, 235, 300,346 (PSY/IIOFS 235 
may not be used I( SOC 248 ha.CJ l;leen taken) 
SOC 101 , 107, 205, 248.265 (SOC 248 may 
not be used If PSY/HOFS 235 hus been uaken) 
C. Nat ural Sciences and f-1.athematlcs ......... . .. . . . 15 
Since the laboratory methud Is an es~ntlul 
chun&ctcril!tlc 0( study In the natund ~~t:lence.s, 
s l ud.::.ntli are required tu Include at IC!i...;t one 
lubonuury course In the phy!lfcul or bluluglcal 
sdcm:cs . . Coursea that sa.tlsfy this requirement are 
marked •wtlab". 
Select a minimum ol four credits In cou.raee listed 
und.er the headlnjf .. Btoloclcal Sctencca;• a minimum 
of four credits In couBett listed under the· headtn11 
•Physical Scienceaft a.nd s minimum of aevm credits 
In mher COUilla listed under any of the three 
hwdings belo¥r. k«:p1n111n mi1Jd Special Rule Nn~ 2 
below. 
1. Biological Sciences ... . .. . . .. ......... ... . . .. . . . 4 
ANTH 110 w/lab 
DISC 104 w/lab, 814 w/lab, 502, SOt, 385 
DOT 211 w/]ab «au apeclaJ nde Nc,, 2) 
ZQOL 270 (see apeclal rule No. 2) 
ENST 301 
2. PhyslcaJ Sciences .... . . ....... ~ . . .... .. ... . .... 4 
CtiEM 101, 101.1 w/lab, 106 w/lab, 111, 
Ill. I w/lab, 181, 181.1 w/lab 
GEOG 107 GEOL 145, 145.1 w/lab, 345 w/lsb 
Pill" 111 w/lab, 801 w/lab,lll w/lab 
3. :.lathemau.:a 
MATII 101, 130.8, 163.1, 163.1, 164.1, 170, 
250, 311 
TOTAL 64 
) 
~ 
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SPECIAL RULES 
1. Courses satisfying General Education r equirements cannot be used to s ati s fy 
requirements in the major or minor unless the courses are specified in the major and 
are offered outside the major department. 
2. Even though a discipline i s represented in more than one of the three broad a reas, 
students can count onlr one course from any one discipline in Categories II, III, IV. 
For this requirement a ll foreign languages count as a s ingle discipline and biological 
sciences, botany and zoology are a single discipline. 
) . Content/writing courses in the General Education program taken on a credit/no credit 
basis will not meet the content/writing requirement of the general education sequence. 
Students who take s uch courses as el ectives may use the credit/no credit option. 
English 101 is a pre- or co-requisite to the coure es which meet the Literary Background 
requirements. 
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Special Rules 
1. Courses taken to meet Baste requirements csnnot be used 
In meeth.lll majur. minor, or Breadth Requirements, nor 
.:on o.:uu~s llsh:cl In the major, minor, ur Breadth Re-
quirements be used to fulflll Baste requirements. 
:!. E•·o:n thnu~eh a dl!i<:lpllne 1!1 repre!!Cntcd In more than one 
nf the three bmud area.'l, students can count only five (51 
credits from any nne dlso.:lrollne In their total Breadth Re-
quircmo:nts. fur this requirement all forc11n lan1uagcs 
l."ountu a s tn1le discipline and bloJoctcal Sciences, botany 
and zooluo arc a stn1le discipline. 
3. Courses In a student's major or m~or field arc not allowed 
In the Brudth Requirements, caccpt (or thoec majors 
where It Is specified In their description on the (ullowlng 
JlllllCS. 
4. Cmucnl/wrltlnll course!l In the General Education Pr& 
~(ram taken on a credll/no credit bests will not meet the 
cuntenl/wrttln~t requlrment or the leneral education !!C-
·~ucnce. Student!! whn take such cour!!Cs as electives may 
usc the o.:redll/no credit nptlon. En1llsh lOlls a pre or cor-
equl!llte to the courses which meet the Literary 
lluck1mund and the lllstnrlcal/Polltlcal Back1mund rc-
•Julrcm.:nts. 
ROLL CALL 1989-90 
V Jay BACHRACH 
~- Ethan BERGMAN 
_____ Larry BUNDY 
Minerva CAPLES 
-----
~rank CIOFFI 
~John CLARK 
~Ken CORY 
David DARDA 
-----
~Barry DONAHUE 
Clint DUNCAN 
-----
Betty EVANS 
----
Steven FARKAS 
-----
V:Ken GAMON 
~Donald GARRITY 
e..c=-Ken HAMMOND 
v"' Beverly HECKART 
1,.........---Don HENDRIXSON 
~- stephen JEFFERIES 
~ Nancy LESTER 
Hi I t::S£ lh\RJI 
~Teresa MARTIN 
~Charles McGEHEE 
Wells MciNELLY 
---""""-~Patrick McLAUGHLIN 
v/'. Deborah MEDLAR 
Arnie NOREM 
-----
~Gary PARSON 
V::John PICKETT 
~Owen PRATZ 
Connie ROBERTS 
----
vEric ROTH 
Stephen SMITH 
----
~illard SPERRY 
~arren STREET 
v ----Alan TAYLOR 
v / Randall WALLACE 
V::Rex WIRTH 
----Norman WOLFORD 
----~Torn YOUNGBLOOD 
FACULTY SENATE MEETING OF ____ ~A~pr~l~·l~4~,~1~9~9=0 
Peter BURKHOLDER 
---
David GEE 
---
~Ed GOLDEN 
Carol CARROTHERS 
---
David CANZLER 
---
V'l3ill VANCE 
Gary GALBRAITH 
----
,_---oohn CARR 
----
George TOWN 
Walt EMKEN 
--IHekarel LBHh'\WSA./BR Jim 1/()j)j/!J'.JJS 
Don RINGE 
----
____ Stephen HINTHORNE 
Robert EDINGTON 
---
Morris UEBELACKER 
----
---
Larry LOWTHER 
Scott RICARDO 
---
Kelton KNIGHT 
----
~illiarn SCHMIDT 
---
Timothy YOUNG 
Charles HAWKINS 
---
Don WISE 
----
Patrick OWENS 
---
Dick WASSON 
----
___ George KESLING 
Andrew SPENCER 
-----
Kenneth MERRELL 
----
(...----Ken HARSHA 
Hal OTT 
---
Richard MACK 
---
Robert MITCHELL 
---
Max ZWANZIGER 
---
___ Roger GARRETT 
Jack MCPHERSON 
----
Robert JACOBS 
----
Please sisn your name and return 
thil sheet to the FacultY Senate SecretarY 
directlY after tht mettins. Thank vou. 
VISITOR SIGN-IN SHEET 
April 4, 1990 
----------------------DATE 
~,..------------r--«-~ ----------------------__ . __----------------
~ -~----- ----------------------------------------------------~Je-~--~-~~~~~~~---------------------------------------------------
-~~~-~----~~~~~------------------------------------------~--~- -C~-----------------------------------------------------
-~-- -~~-----------------------------------------------­
~Q -~~-~-- - ~-----------------------------------------------------
J 
vt ~ '/1. Lt.-"' - ~ 
---------------------------------------------------------------------------
--------------------------------------~---------------- . u ( _Ccm_Y-~--· 
~lt~D2---~~J2~-~Q~---------------------------------------------------~..Ill:::v~C.. ________ _____________________ · _____________________ _ 
- ~(1__; _!~~-~-----------------------------------------------
1i4N 7utNatn 
--------------------------------------------------------------------·------
• • • • ; ..... ,, .. .,I ~ ' I! • • 
Central 
Washington 
University 
Personnel & Benefits Office 
Ellensburg , Washington 98926 
(509) 963·1202 • Personnel 
SCAN 453·1202 
(509) 963·1203 • Employment 
(509) 963·1204 - Benerlls 
(509) 963-1205 -Safe ly 
(509) 963·1733- FAX 
SCAN 453·1733 • FAX 
April 2, 1990 
MEMORANDUM 
TO: 
FROM: 
SUBJECT: 
CWU Retirement System (TIAA/CREF) Participants 
Ona Youmans, Director~ 
Personnel & Benefits 0 l) 
New CREF Options 
An ad hoc committee was formed by the CWU Retirement and Insurance 
Committeee to consider new CREF options: the CREF Bond Market and 
\Social Choice Accounts, as well as transferability and cashability. 
The March issue of The Pa_rticipant -- mailed to all TIAA/CREF 
~articipants -- conta~ns information on these options which 
~nstitutions will decide whether or not to adopt. 
Comments on any of the new CREF options may be directed to any of the 
committee members: 
Bill Allison 
Jim Brooks 
Wolfgang Franz 
Eldon Jacobsen 
Jerr"f Jones 
Mart~n Kaatz 
Bernard Martin 
Charles Vlcek 
In addition, CWU's TIAA/CREF representative, Margaret Wallingford, 
will be on campus TUESDAY, APRIL 10, at 3:30 p.m. in BLACK 102 to 
describe the new options. All are welcome to attend this 
presentation. 
OKY/cbr 
T.l:l9 
EXISTING STATEMENTS RELATED TO GENERAL EDUCATION 
1) From the Mission Statemen! (University Catalog 1989-91) 
" ... creating, preserving and transmitting new knowledge 
and applying it to life's experience .... " 
" .... opportunities for learning to live more fully, 
as well as training to make a living ... " 
2) From the Proposed Goal Statement of General Education (Academic Plan 1990) 
"To provide a basic core of learning, thinking, and 
communication skills ........ as well as an appreciation 
and understanding of selected content and methods in 
the sciences, social sciences, arts and humanities." 
3) From the President's "Vision of CWU" (January 17, 1990) 
"expectation that every person granted a baccalaureate 
degree display 
-a grounding in liberal arts knowledge 
- a command of the skills of literate and 
analytical · persons 
- a global perspective regarding the problems 
and cha 11 enges facing humanity" 
4) From Proposed General Edu cation Philosophy Statement for Next Catalog 
"aims to refine the skills of written expression and critical 
thinking by integrating their application into the academic 
requirements of the university. The goal is to provide a 
liberal education for all students ... by acquainting them with 
a range of disciplines in the Arts and Humanities, the Social 
and Behavioral Sciences, and the Natural Sciences and Math-
amatics. . .. make students aware of the diversity, yet 
... make students aware of the diversity, yet commonality, of 
life and strengthen their tolerance of differances and their 
respect for the balances in nature in the world of the twenty-
first century." 
FOCUS 1 : 
DISCUSSION ON EXISTING STATEMENTS RELATED 
GENERAL EDUCATION PROGRAM 
It appears that there is general agreement regarding the role and 
goal of the General Education Program within the context of the 
baccalaureate degree. 
However, we need to define the characteristics of a liberally 
educated person who graduates from Central. 
FOCUS 2: 
What courses exist that can pro~id~ 
experiences· which will develop those characteristics? 
What courses do not yet exist that can provide 
expefiences to develop those characteristcs? 
WHAT COURSES ARE SO ESSENTIAL TO OUR GOAL THAT 
THEY SHOULD BE REQUIREO? 
A preliminary review of the role of general education at other 
comprehensive universities reveals two approaches to basic 
requirements ...........•. 
1) The seecific view of requiring the refinement 
of sk1lls and knowledges to increase the 
students ability to learn, think and com-
municate more effectively within the curric-
ulum at the university. 
2) The broad view of requiring selected skills 
and knowledges for learning to live more 
fully as a liberally educated person for 
the 21st century, (including those skills 
and knowledges identified in the specific 
view in 1/1). 
ISSUE: SHOULD THE PURPOSE OF BASIC REQUIREME~TS FOCUS ON SKILLS 
FOR LIVING OR SKILLS FOR LEARNING? 
BOTH ARE VALID. 
BOTH CONTRIBUTE TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF A LIBERAL EDUCATION. 
Central 
Washington 
University 
3/13/90 
Dr. Don Cummings, Dean 
College of Letters. Arts, and Science 
Campus 
Dear Dr. Cummings: 
01-panment ol Communicalion 
232 BoUllion 
Ellensburg. Washingron 98926_ 
1.5091 963-1066 
On Monday, March 12, 1990, a meeting was held in your office to discuss some issues 
around the basic oral communic:.uion requirement on this campus. Anending that meeting 
were yourself. Corwin King, John Vifian. Joe Powell. and myself. This letter is written to 
summarize that conversation and in it, I am speaking for the Communication Deparonent 
· To briefly re-cap the issue facing us; let me cover three points. First. each of us at the 
meeting recognizes the necessicy for effective communication-both written and oral- across 
all vocations and professions. Second. in fulfilling its mission as a university, Central 
needs to insure that this requirement is met either by teaching and student practice or by 
evaluation. Third, jr follows that attention must be given to the communication abilities of 
srudents across all disciplines. Assuming we agree on these points. then our problem is 
one of execution. How can we best meet the need? The current focus of attention is on 
COM 110 as the vehicle for meeting this need. A few do not believe the course to be as 
effective as it should be. We, in the Communication Deparnnent. do not dispute this-the 
course should be better. 
What options do we have in our efforts to improve the course as delivered to the srudents? 
As a Depamnent, our first (and preferred) suggestion is to take out the weakest pan of the 
course-the mass lecture, and fold the lecrure into the lab. The result would be an integrated 
three credit class that would do much to eliminate the problems of the present system. 
Since that option is probably nm as attractive to some as the one presented below, the 
conversation held at our meeting focused on the possibility of integrating speaking skills 
into English 102 and, at the same time, developing a "speaking across the cuniculwn" 
program to encourage more oral communication assigrunents in other courses. The 
Communication Deparnnent supports both of these concepts in principle, believes they 
could meet the needs of the srudents, and looks forward to developing a positive program 
for the University and its students. 
To put this type of program into place, we see the following needs . 
.. 
I. English · 102 would need to be increased to at least 4 credits and re-titled. _We feel very 
strongly about this point, as we want to insure that the students do receive both practice and 
instruction in oral communication. The original proposal, developed last Fall by Bill Swain 
and myself, was for the 5 credit course. We believe that to be the better option. However, 
a well constructed 4 credit 9ourse probably could work. 
2. The course would also need to be re-structured. a new syllabi generated. and instructors 
trained. If we are to develop a system that is, in fact, stronger than the present one, 
.· '" 
members of the English and Communication Deparonents would need to work together to 
develop a mutually acceptable and more effective course outline. 
3. Another part of a strong program in communication skills, both oral and written, is an 
effective component in "communication across the curriculum." This idea has been 
effectively used at other universities and we believe it could work here effectively as well. 
By putting this type of program together with the changes to English 102, we believe that a 
solid, educationally beneficial program would result. However, to make this happen, the 
University would need to make a strong, public statement about the value of both written 
and oral communication across the curriculum and hire a coordinator to "take charge" of 
both segments. This person would be in charge of working with the English 102 faculty to 
develop the course and with running the "communication across the curriculum" program. 
We believe that this is vital to the success of the program. 
4. We are also concerned about the time-line for this program. Assuming that it meets with 
the approval of the necessary committees and departments, we see an an implementation 
schedule something like this. The current motion in the Faculty Senate to drop the COM 
110 requirement should be tabled indefinitely. We believe it would be an administrative 
mess to drop the speaking requirement and then add it back after a short period oftime. We 
believe that COM 110 should stay as the requirement until the new catalogue comes out in 
the Fall of 1991, but offered on a "phase-out" basis. COM 110 should be cut back by one-
third during the academic year 1990-91 (8-1 0 sections per quarter). The 1991-93 catalogue 
would replace COM 110 in the requirements with the newly revised English 102. The 
newly revised English 102 would be offered for the first time in the Fall ofl991 and would 
become the new requirement as reflected in the catalogue. v.{e would need to offer COM 
110 on a diminishing basis (perhaps 5 sections per quarter beginning Falll991) to take care 
of the students under the old catalogue. 
5. We believe that the success of this program is dependent on a "person in charge." of 
both the combined class and of the communication across the curriculum program We 
believe the salary savings should be used to hire a Coordinator that would be responsible to 
accomplish the goals of the program. Bill Swain's name was mentioned as a possible 
coordinator and we support this choice. 
6. As the program develops, we would encourage the Dean to give support to the Academic 
Skills Center to add services to students who are having difficulty with both forms of 
communication, writing and speaking. 
We encourage you, Dean Cummings, to make public statements, both written and oral, 
about your position on these plans to the General Education Committee, the Faculty Senate, 
the Provost, and the general university faculty. We believe your active, vocal support of a 
program such as this will do much to launch it in the road to success. We look forward to 
your response to these ideas and hope this letter accurately reflects the spirit of the 
conversation we had on Monday. 
Cordially, 
Phil Backlund 
cc: Dr. Corwin King 
Dr. John Vifian 
Joe Powell 
Central 
Washington 
University 
Dr. Beverly Heckart 
Chair, Faculty Senate 
Campus 
Dear Beverly, 
Department of Communication 
252 Bouillon 
Ellensbur~. Washington 98926 
(509) 963-1066 
March 26, 1990 
I read with interest your remarks in the "Faculty Senate Notes• and 
was impressed with your stated concerns on the issue of public 
speaking requirement at Central. To begin with, I can say that we 
share at least one concern evidenced in your column and that is that 
is the need to avoid being responsible for having a program that is 
substandard. Any continuation of the program should be done with a 
commitment from the university to support it adequately. Actually 
this has been our department~s position from the beginning. 
While a moment~s consideration is required to appreciate it, our 
position has been rather consistent, overall. When the idea of a 
college-wide public speaking requirement was first broached, we 
expressed what was to be a continuing concern that no program could 
be put in place without a substantially increased level of staff. 
Contrary to the facts as stated in your column, our department has 
not conducted a campaign to garner support for the COM 110 
requirement. We only wished to avoid precipitous, ill-considered 
actions that would once more be reversed because a substantial number 
of faculty at CWU, not located in the Communication Department, 
supports a speaking requirement. 
It was this same faculty contingent that supported its original 
implementation, over-riding concerns expressed by our department that 
the University needed to "count the cost" to be sure of its 
commitment before putting the program in place. Then, when 
inadequate staffing provoked a decision by the Administration to 
cancel it, concerned faculty, acting through the Faculty Senate, were 
again effective in overturning this action. 
When the General Education Committee undertook deliberations to 
cancel the public speaking requirement, our deparment was concerned 
that a genu i ne decision be reached, i.e., one that included those 
members of the faculty who support such a requirement. Rather than 
"political" efforts to garner support, we merely sounded an alarm, 
alerting the academic community that such a process was not being 
followed. If there were not a number of faculty who, along with 
members of our department, are concerned to see that the issue be 
properly addressed before a decision to cancel is made, the alarm 
would have fallen upon deaf ears. 
,I 
Dr. Heckart 
P•ge _2 
The reluctance of the General Education Committee is a bit of a 
mystery. However, the fact of their reluctance is indicated in your 
own account when you state the need to instruct them in the matter of 
consulting affected deparments prior to undertaking Senate 
deliberations. In our opinion, only inadequate consultation took 
place; we were finally reduced to submitting an unsolicited and 
largely ignored statement of our department~s views on the matter of 
a public speaking requirement at Central. 
Our hope was that a real opportunity to air the case would occur with 
the Senate Curriculum Committee where in previous instances support 
for a speaking requirement has, as you know, been present in 
abundance. But to our surprise the Senate Committee passed the 
General Education proposal uwithout commentu and a last opportunity 
was missed to present our case while avoiding the kind of public 
confrontation that occurred March 7th. 
We have not conducted a campaign on behalf of a General Education 
requirement in oral communication, yet. However, in view of the way 
the issue is being handled, we are considering doing just that. As 
Dr. Backlund has stated in his memorandum to the CWU Faculty, the 
trend nationally is toward increased emphasis of oral communication 
skills. We would be derelict in our responsibilities if we failed to 
advocate that Central respond to this call for communicative 
competence. 
I appreciate the good efforts you have made in this and past years, 
working on the Faculty Senate to enhance the quality of education at 
CWU. I~m confident you will continue to work on behalf of full and 
fair deliberation of matters that affect that quality as they realte 
to the General Education Program. 
Sincere regards, 
~arrett 
